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has been in endowing science and tech-
nology.

Perhaps, after all, Mr, Justice Holmes had
the right perspective. He observed, half a
afntury ago:

C“If T am right, it will be a slow business
for our people to reach rational views, as-
suming that we are allowed to work peace-

ably to that end. But as I grow older I grow .

calm. If I feel what are perhaps an old man’s
apprehensions, that competition from new
races will cut deeper than workingmen’s dis~
putes and will test whether we can hang to-
gether and fight; if I feel that we are run-
ning through the world’s resources at a pace
that we cannot keep, I do not lose my hopes.
I do not pin my dreams for the future to
my country or even to my race. I think it
probable that clvilization somehow will last
as long as I care to look ahead—perhaps with
smaller numbers, but perhaps also bred to
. greatness and splendor by science. I think
it not improbable that man, like the grub
that prepares a chamber for the winged thing
- 1t neveér hag séen but Is to he—that man mdy
have’ cosmic destinies that he does ‘not un-
“derstand. And so beyond "the vision of bat-
tling races and an impoverished earth, I
catch a dx:eaming glimpse of peace.” P

Vietnam Trip Linked 0" Po)

EXTENSIO-N OF REMAR,
OF

HON J. ARTHUR YOUNGER

OF CALIFORNIA
" IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, September 30,1963

- Mr. YOUNGER. Mr. Speaker, the
Evening Star of Friday, September 27,
1963, had two articles which attracted
my attention. One comment was by Mr,
Fletcher Knebel, who even in jest, prop-
erly diagnoséd the tax bill recently
passed by the House when he made this
remark in his column, “Potomac Fever”:

The House votes an $11-billion tax reduc-
tion. That’s two bucks for you and me—
and $10,999,999,998 for a bunch of guys who
don’t need it. )

_The other article was. by Joseph Kraft
in regard to the Vietnam trip, which like-
wise he properly diagnoses. His article
follows:
Viernam Trip LINKED TO POLITICS
(By Joseph Kraft)

Senator GOLDWATER'S sudden spurt and the
President’s western tour are not the only
signs that the presldential election campaign
15 nearly upon us. There is also coming into
view the famillar tidying-up process that,
every 4 years, becomes the touchstone of
American foreign policy.

‘An importa.nt case in point is the so- called'

factﬁnding mission to South Vietham of
Defense Secretary ~McNamara and Gen.
Maxwell Taylor. There have been, to be sure,
conflicting reports—from Saigon on the one
hand, and from the field installations on the
* other—as to the progress of the military
campalgn against the Viet Oong A fresh,
firsthand look by the President’s principal
defense advisers will not come amiss. But
the real background of the McNamara -Taylor
mission 1s political.

- At least some of the American military are
cléarly unhappy with the trend of U.S. policy
In South Vietnam, Working through the
usual journalistic channels, the Pentagon-
leak artists have been putting out stories
purportmg to show that the State Depart-
ment, in. showing its coolness toward the

R

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD -- APPENDIX

Diem goverhment, has been interfermg with
the prosecution of the war. So far the leaks
are only skirmishes in a tug-of-war between
State and the military over Vietnam policy.
But trumped up and oversimplified, they
could easily become the basis for a political
attack, combining the charges that the ad-
ministration was soft on communism, and
pald no heed to professional military counsel.

The underlying alm of the McNamara-
Taylor mission s to make a public show of
consultation with the military. In addition,
Secretary McNamara will presumably try to
block out a line of policy to which the mili-
tary can subscribe. Thus committed, the

‘soldiers will be at least somewhat con-

strained from sniping at thelr Government.
By so much, the President will have neu-
tralized the danger of political attack.
A_similar political caution Is evident In
the handling of the Soviet bid to buy Ameri-
can wheat. Acceptance of the Russlan gam-
bit is manifestly in this country's interest.
It can be justified for its beneficial effect
on the balance of payments alone. But fear
of heing vulnerable to political charges of
trading with the enemy has caused the White

_House to move with clrcumspection. Instead

of snapping up the Russtan offer, the Presi-
dent is allowlng farm interests in the Con-
gress to build up pressure for making the
wheat deal. And even if the President
finally bows to the pressure, 1t is certain
that he will take out political insurance by
emphasizing that the wheat deal 1s a one-
shot operation, without general significance
for American trade with Russia.

Another holding operation is being con-
ducted in trade with the European Common
Market. Political considerations have de-
barfed the administration from making the
only good response to the Common Market’s
discriminatory poultry tariffs. That would
have been an undoing of last year's increase
in American tariffs on glass and carpets—
a gesture of liberalization that would have
created a climate for European reduction of
agricultural levies. Instead, the administra-
tion has decided to pay back the Europeans
by retaliation. The chief present concern is
to work out with the Europeans an agree-
ment on the amount of damage done to this
country by loss of the poultry markets,
That amount would govern- the extent of
American retaliation. In that way, retalia-
tion would not beget counterretaliation, and
: protectionist cycle.

By thelr very mnature, holding operations
are not pretty, and it is tempting to decry
the constraints placed on foreign policy by
domestic politics. Tempting, but not realis-
tic. For the world has shrunk to the point
where foreign relations cast a long shadow
over the domestic life of all nmations—and
notably the United States. Inevitably, for-
elgn policy has become a principal staple of
domestic politics. And if it ever existed, the
‘day is long since done when polities could
stop at the water's edge.

_ Sale of W]ieat to the Soviet Union

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
OF ’

- HON. STROM THURMOND

OF SOUTH_ CAROLINA
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES

" Monday, September 30,1963

Mr THURMOND. Mr. Pres1dent the
questlon of whether the United States
should sell Wheat to the Soviet Union is
currently receiving much attention in
the news. There seems little doubt that
in ,accorda,nce with our no-win policy in
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the cold war that our Government will
permit the sale of wheat to the Soviet
Union at a subsidized price.

I have been pleased to read over the

weekend three eloquent editorials which
drive home important arguments against
bailing the Communists out of their eco-
nomic difficulties brought on by a sys-
tem which cannot match the productive
capacity of our great free enterprise
system.
" I ask unanimous consent to have print-
ed in the Appendix of the REcorp the
following editorials: “Fattening Up Our
Enemies” which appeared in the New
Hampshire Manchester Union Leader on
September .27, 1963; “Our Policy Helps
the Reds” which appeared in the Au-
gusta Chronicle of Augusta, Ga., on Sep-~
tember 28, 1963; and “Shall We Help
Russia?” a Jefferson Standard Broad-
casting editorial dated September 26,
1963.

There being no objection, the editorials
were ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

[From the Manchester Union Leader,
Sept. 27, 1963]
FATTENING Upr OUR ENEMIES

The Kenhedy-backed proposal to reverse
our policy and sell wheat to Sovlet Russia is
just as insane as feeding a wild beast that
is out to destroy you. The Communist apri-
cultural system is a dismal and horrible
failure. Collectivized slave farmers just don’t
ratse food.

We are now going to make good on this
deficiency of the Communists, allowing them
to divert manpower from the farms to the
munition factories, where they are building
the weapons of war to destroy this country.

The Communist agricultural system is in
such a mess that it takes 52 percent of the
population to. raise sufficient food. In this
country, only about one person out of 20 is
employed in agriculture and yet we have an
enormous surplus.

Nobody is starving in Russia, so our wheat
sale it not a matter of being humanitarian.
It simply represents the greed of some U.S.
businessmen to make money and the admin-
Istration’s desire to be able to say it got rid
of the wheat surplus which has been piling
up in this country, due to the crazy govern-
mental policies in Washington.

With this wheat purchased from the
United States, the Soviet will be able to
make its crazy system much more palatable
to the average Russians. It will (1) take
pressure off of the government and (2) it
will release manpower for the armament
plans.

Only the left wingers and the theoretical
planners around Kennedy could think up a
crazy scheme like this.

If the Russians do pay us for this wheat,
it will be in money produced by the slaves
in the Soviet Union.

When the test ban treaty was passed, this
newspaper warned our readers that it was
Just the beginning of a number of conces-
slons to Russia for which we would get noth-
ing in return and which would result, in- the
end, in building up and strengthening the
Communists for their final onslaught to des-
ti;oy the United States and to enslave all
of us. :

Publisher.

[From the Augusta (Ga.) Chronicle, -
~ Sept. 28, 1963]
Our Porrcy HELPS THE REDS

In its implied support of a plan to permit
the sale of American grain to the Soviet

_ bloe, the U.S. Government again is permit-’

v
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ting itself to be motivated by emotionalism

ratber than by the hard realities of interna-

tional 1ife. . . .
* 'If is also conning itself into accepting the

deluding belief that our benefit from foreign
irade, no matter with what country it s to
be undertaken, is worth all the future head-
aches and heariaches bolstering of commu-
nism's faliering economy may induce.

Examined under the cold and penetrating
light of reality, the economic shot in the
arm that extensive trade with the Soviet
Union and its satellites will provide the
United Staies will be a mighty expensive
price to pay for the windfall the Com-
munist, countries recelve from our generous
gesture.

And generous is the word. For not only
is trade with the Communists unnecessary,
1t is unwholesome—from our standpolnt,

Few, If any residents of the Communist
nations, will ever be permitted to know that

- -they are enjoying free world grain, whether
it is obtained from the United States, Can-
ada, or Aystralia. Nor, do we imagine, is any
fanfare made by the Soviet oficials of the
fact when machinery or other commodities
arrive from this country or other Western
natlons. . .

The effect is to create a condition of satis-
faction {n the minds of the Russian and sat-
ellite peoples that all is well with the Soviet
system. Yet, the reverse 1s true. The Soviet
agriculture program has falled miserably, and
routine commodities produced in the Soviet
Unlon cannot compare in quality or efficiency
with thelr Western counterparts.

. Not only, then, do we play into the psy-
chological hands of the Kremlin by permit-
ting their subjects to belleve their well-filled
stomachs are the courtesy of the Communist
system, we will create a situation which can
be ever more dangerous to our well-being
than the perpetuation of that myth.

By tr with the Communists we are
helping to strengthen the Soviet Union's
-basic indusiries. Senator KENNETH KEATING
of New York, the solon who sounded the
alarm on fhe use of Cuba as a Soviet missile
base, said recently that as late as 1861 Rus-
sian Induafry was still so backward that two-
thirds of all automobiles in the country, one-
fourth of all construction machinery and
one-third of all metai-cutting tools had been
idled by ‘shoddy components and lack of
spare parts. Then, at a time when Soviet
officlals would normally have had their hands
full with their damestic problems, the West-
ern natlons stepped up thelr exports to the
Boviet bloc. These, sald KeaTiNg, now top
#4 billion @ year, with “technologically ad-
vanced machinery, even entire factories, ac-
countlng for more than half the total.”

The Battle Act, passed in 1951, called for
termination of all U.S. economic and mili-
tary assistance to any natlon that ships em-
bargoed items to hostile mations, specifical-
ly the Soviet bloc. However, except for arms
and implements of war, a loophole, said
Kzrarng, allows the White House to ignore
the act if “unusual clrcumstances” should
make it detrimental to US. security to cut
off ald. Nineteen ald-receiving governments,
the New York Senator said, have ignored the
Battle Act some 33 times, and in every case
the State Department has persuaded the
White House that ‘“unusual circum-
stances” were involved.

That seems to be the situation now that
Becrefary of State Dean Rusk, Secretary of
Cotnmerce Luther H. Hodges and Becretary
of Agriculture Orville L. Freeman al] have
expressed Interest in lowering the trade bars
with the Soviets to permit the sale of some
of this Nation's subsidized wheat.

Instead of helping the Communists in
their determined bid for world domination,
the United States and its allies should adopt

i
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the realistic attitude that so long as we
provide the Soviets with cammaoxiities It does
0ol bave or cannot successfully produce, we
are assisting them to utilize their industrial
and agricultural manpower—needed sorely
elsewhere-—Iin the production of weapons
and strategic equipment.

The NATO countries, along with Japan
and Auastralia, control two-thirds of the
world’s industrial capacity. They have the
economic force to put communism on the
defensive. .

The United States and its allles, as Kgar-
ING sald, must make use of this forea
|From the Jefferson Standard Broadcasting

. Co., Sept. 28, 19683]

8HALL Wk HELP Russia?

Al reliable information from behind the
Iron Curtain Indicates that the socialist
economy 18 falling. But every time such
news 18 received, some well-meaning Amer-
fcans are ready to rush in and help the So-
viet bloc out of its difficulties.

Senator HUMPHREY'S proposal that the
United States change its trade polictes and
sell surpius American wheat to the Soviet
Union strikes us as being in that class.
The Latta amendment passed In 1961 dis-
courages the sale of farm products to Rus-
sia, and its author says any sales without
repealing the amendment would be illegal.
He admits, however, that the President may
have authority to issue a permit for the ex-
port of wheat to the Soviet Unlon.

If this 1s done, it will play into Khrush-
chev’s hands. It has been suggested that one
of hls reasons for suddenly pressing so hard
for the test ban treaty is that his civillan
economy is in such bad condition that he
must reduce military expenditures or face
a possible crisis at home.

One of-the recent indications was the
report of & bread shortage in Russla. This
couid be serious in a country in which the
chief food In the diet 1s bread. In spite of
all his rosy predictions about the bumper
wheat crops. this bread shortage has forced
Khrushchev to buy 200 million bushels of
wheat from Canadia. He has not even in-
quired about the possibility of buying Amer-
ican wheat, but Senator HuMPHREY appears
willing to offer it before Russia indicates
a desire to buy.

If his motive {8 merely to cut down the
American surpius, he is being shortsighted,
because the wheat would be a tremendous
help to Khrushchev, but the benefit profit
to the United States would be very small.

If Mr. HuMrpHREY'S motive I8 humani-
tarian, we think it is misplaced. The Soviet
people are plagued by shortages, but they
are not suffering, They are irritated, un-
comfortable, and restive. They complain
about food, about the poor quality of con-
sumer goods, about the inefiiciency of the
topheavy bureaucracy. Our tactics should
be to make them more dissatisfied rather
than less.

The collective farms have falled every-
where they have been tried, from Cuba to
Kowloon. Now is our chance to let It be
proved to the world as well as to the people
of the Socialist bloc. .

The Soviet economic squeeze is so tight
that Khrushchev is resorting to all kinds
of improvisations, such as allowing people to
make a capitalistic private profit and then
tightening the screws with a semi-military
control

If anything can topple the Red monolith,
it will be the fallure of the SBoclallst econ-
omy, and all signs indicate that it is totter-

ing, .

Now that we have caught it off balance,
we ought to give it the shove that will send
it crashipng to its rotten foundation. We
should not prop it up.

h
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September 30
Time To Protect Pedalers

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

OF

HON. ALEXANDER PIRNIE

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, September 30, 1963

Mr. PIRNIE., Mr. Speaker, the cam-
palgn to promote improved physical fit-
niess is galning increased support
throughout our Naticn. The accent is
on youth but hundreds of thousands of
adults, too, are responding to the leader-
ship of the President's Council on Physi-
cal Pitness, the YMCA, and the other
agencles, both State and private, which
are engaged in this effort. I am glad to
note a renewal of interest in one of the
most salutary of recreational activities—
bicycling.

Accordingly, Mr. Speaker, I would like
to call the attention of the House to the
following editorial from the Aiken (S.C.)
Standard & Review: )

- TiME To PROTECT PEDALERS

At the risK of putting the bicycle in the

spinach category—as something that’s good

for you—the American Assoclation for

Health, Physical Education, and Recreation,
with the personal endorsement of President
Kennedy and former President Eisenhower’s
heart specialist, Paul Dudley White, is
recommending cycling for a prominent spot
in the Natlon's school. fitness program of
1963--64.

In an exhaustive, 55-page treatise on the
subject of cycling now being sent to its
membership of over 34,000 coaches, physical
education instructors, athletic, and recrea-
tlon directors in primary and secondary
schools, colleges, universities, and civic
recreation bureaus, the association gives full
recognition to the fact that fitness comes
faster when means employed is fun. In
other words, the AAHPER is firmiy on the
side of fun and regards the bike as its
embodiment.

The booklet urges and advises on the for-
mation of bicycle clubs, on intramural and
intraschool bicycle racing from the elemen-
tary school level to the university, and places
considerable emphasis on the value of the
two-wheeler in the conditioning of atheletes
in ell the other scholastic sports. And just
by way of starting the coach or imstructor
to hiking beyond the campus, this guide
on how to be happy while becoming physi-
cally fit outlines no less than nine different
hikes—from a predawn “breakfast hike” to
far-ranging “‘cycle train or truck tours.”

With the added impact of this advice to
educators on cycling for fun and fitness,
more riders than ever, in and out of school
and of all ages, will be pedaling their way
to euphoria. Thus, since we will have our
share of them in our own community, per-
haps it is time as the schools open, to take
a look at the facllities we are providing for
their comfort-and safety. What about cycle
paths, planning and marking bike safety
routes—or at very least making sure we have
adequate bicycle racks at schools and shop-
ping centers?

. We shouldn't forget the wheel 18 one of

man’s greatest Inventions—and the bike
wheel one of his happlest. ‘

Mr. Speaker, I would like to commend
the American Assotiation for Health,
Physical Edycation, ‘and R.ecreat;ion for

L 4
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